Introduction
In certain kinds of infection, the persistence, appearance, or reappearance of microorganisms during antibiotic treatment may not correlate with the clinical response to treatment. We can readily differentiate non-pathogenic organisms that do not generally cause infections. However, even organisms that frequently cause infections may exist as bystanders or coloKiem S, et al.
• Microbiological vs. clinical responses www.icjournal.org 284 nizers rather than true pathogens. Furthermore, organisms characterized as true pathogens may persist or relapse unrelated to clinical response. In most infections at non-sterile sites, especially when foreign bodies are involved, it is not easy to differentiate true pathogens from non-pathogens. Therefore, changes in clinical findings are usually preferred over microbiological findings to define the outcomes of antibiotic treatment for severe pneumonia requiring mechanical ventilation.
Because the prevalence of resistance is increasing in many important clinical pathogens, pathogen eradication has received more emphasis in recent trials [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] . Clinical success achieved without microbiological eradication may increase the selection for antimicrobial resistance or the initiation of subsequent infections [9] . Antibiotics that maximize bacterial eradication prevent the emergence of resistance, as dead microorganisms cannot mutate [8] . More rapid the bacterial eradication, better the possibility of avoiding the selection for resistance among subpopulations.
However, it remains unclear whether microbiological eradication should be a goal of antibiotic treatment in addition to good clinical response, especially for infections at non-sterile sites such as the lower respiratory tracts of patients in intensive care units. Therefore, we conducted an analysis of the correlations between clinical responses and microbiological eradication among patients with severe pneumonia.
Materials and Methods
Three clinical trials conducted at the Millard Fillmore Hospital between 1984 and 1993 were reviewed: (i) an open-label study of cefmenoxime therapy, where the goal was dosage optimization targeted to achieve bacterial eradication in 4 days by dual individualization with doses ranging between 500 and 2,000 mg q 4-8 h; (ii) a double-blinded, randomized trial comparing intravenous ciprofloxacin to intravenous imipenem, with dosages of 200-400 mg q 8-12 h and 250-1,000 mg q 6-12 h, respectively, depending on creatinine clearance and susceptibility; (iii) an open-label, randomized controlled study of intravenous ciprofloxacin versus intravenous ceftazidime, with ciprofloxacin and ceftazidime dosages of 400 mg q 8 or 12 h and 1-2 g q 8 or 12 h, respectively, where doses were optimized to a target area under the inhibitory curve (AUIC) of 250, which represented the 24 h area under the concentrah area under the concentrah area under the concentration versus time curve (AUC)/MIC ratio. In the last study, piperacillin and tobramycin were added to ciprofloxacin and ceftazidime, respectively, if the target AUIC of 250 could not be achieved with the starting doses of the monotherapy regimens. Subsets of the results from these studies have been included in other published studies [10] [11] [12] .
Physicians evaluated clinical outcomes at the end of antibiotic treatment and during the follow-up period, up to 2 weeks after antibiotic treatment. Daily clinical scoring (pneumonia score) was used to evaluate the clinical response more ob�ec-) was used to evaluate the clinical response more ob�ec-to evaluate the clinical response more ob�ec-more ob�ec-more ob�ec-tively and quantitatively. The pneumonia score consists of 10 clinical parameters, which are shown in Table 1 . Drop of pneumonia score to 4 was considered the threshold for good clinical response. Sputum samples or tracheal aspirates were cultured daily and tested for antibiotic sensitivity. Microbiologic outcomes were determined using guidelines from the Infectious Diseases Society of America [13, 14] as follows: microbiologic eradication, elimination of the organism determined by 2 consecutive negative cultures; microbiologic persistence, failure to eradicate the causative organism; microbiologic relapse, recurrence of the same organism within 5 days after discontinuation of treatment or during treatment after 2 consecutive negative cultures; superinfection, development of new pneumonia with signs and symptoms due to a new or resistant pathogen other than the original causative organisms; colonization, development of a positive culture of a bacterial strain other than the primary causative isolate that appeared >48 h after initiation of therapy that persists in at least 2 repeated cultures and is not associated with fever, leukocytosis, persistence, or progression of pneumonia; indeterminate, circumstances where it was not possible to categorize the microbiologic response. Presumed microbiological eradication or presumed microbiological persistence were not considered endpoints in these trials, as all assessments were based on actual cultures. 
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Statistical analysis
Patients' baseline underlying disease states and demographic characteristics were compared to clinical outcomes. The effect of categorical data on the clinical outcomes was evaluated using Chi-square and Fisher's exact tests where appropriate. Continuous data were compared using Student's t-test and Kruskal-Wallis one-way analysis of variance. For multivariate factor analysis, data sets with P-values < 0.1 were sub�ected to logistic regression analysis using SYSTAT software (Systat, Inc., Evanston, Ill.).
Results
A total of 146 bacterial strains were isolated from 76 patients and included in the analysis. Baseline characteristics of patients by clinical outcomes are listed in Table 2 . Two patients with indeterminate treatment responses were excluded from the analysis. There was no statistical difference between patients with different clinical outcomes in the sex ratio, age, height, weight, or Charlson weighted index, which represents comorbid illnesses that predict the risk of mortality [15] . The incidence of several predisposing conditions -recent operations or procedures (within 30 days preceding antibiotic treatment), use of corticosteroids, hemodialysis, insertion of endotracheal tubes, or tracheostomy -showed differences in the prevalence between patients with favorable clinical outcomes and those with poor clinical outcomes. Although chemotherapy, pregnancy, neutropenia, splenectomy, transplantation, and peritoneal dialysis were also included in the list of predisposing conditions, no patients reported those conditions. APACHE II scores were not compared because scores were not available for every patient. Microbiological eradication, whether total or partial, was more often associated with patients who were classified as cured. Multivariate analysis identified microbiological eradication and recent operations or procedures as independent factors contributing to favorable clinical outcomes (Table 3) .
However, many cases achieved clinical success but not microbiological elimination (Table 4) . While microbiological outcomes showed 81 instances of microbiological eradication (55.5%), 29 microbiological persistence (19.9%), 16 microbio- Table 5 ). While most of the resistance in non-eradicated strains of Acinetobacter (9/9) and S. maltophilia (4/5) was observed in the initial cultures, other microorganisms, including Enterobacter (5/7) and P. aeruginosa (13/17) , developed antibiotic resistance during treatment. In addition, while clinical relapses occurred in 10 patients during the follow-up period, 7 of these relapses were associated with 10 organisms that were not eradicated (Table 6) : Acinetobacter (4), Enterobacter (1), P. aeruginosa (3), S. maltophilia (1), and S. marcescens (1).
Discussion
In this study, many discrepancies were observed between microbiological outcomes and clinical responses in patients with severe pneumonia. The discrepancies were noted primarily as failures to eradicate in association with good clinical responses. Acinetobacter, Enterobacter, P. aeruginosa, and S. maltophilia continued to be isolated even when clinical improvements were observed, whereas other organisms were generally eradicated when good clinical responses were achieved. Many organisms persisting along with good clinical responses were associated with the presence or development of resistance to the antibiotic used for treatment.
The reason for the discrepancy between failed eradication and good clinical response is not known. It might be a consequence of reduced pathogenicity of the organisms harboring resistance determinants [16] [17] [18] [19] [20] [21] [22] [23] , or fewer pathogenic organisms (i.e., inoculum reduction at the infection site). The organisms might also be sequestered in surface biofilms established in the respiratory tract or on foreign bodies, a well-known phenomenon with P. aeruginosa [24] [25] [26] . We may ignore the existence of organisms when clinical findings are improving with antibiotic treatment in severe pneumonia. However, that a significant number of organisms persisting in patients with good clinical responses resulted in clinical relapses and that most of the persisting organisms were resistant to the initial antibiotics used for treatment is greatly concerning.
Although there were also cases that worsened clinically despite microbiological eradication, no definite trend was found between different organisms. Underlying diseases, medications, or complications other than pneumonia may have caused the unfavorable clinical responses that were observed.
This study has some limitations. Clinical trials included in this study were performed 20-30 years ago; clinical situations such as levels of antibiotic resistance, antibiotic treatment regimens, and quality of supportive care could differ from current standards. Another limitation of this study was that quantitative or semi-quantitative cultures of respiratory specimens were not tried. The reason for selecting these particular clinical trials was the comprehensive data on severe pneumonia, including serial respiratory culture and clinical responses based on a scoring system. Study design of the 3 trials was nearly same in most aspects other than antibiotic regimen and randomization. As the discrepancy between clinical responses and respiratory cultures, performed from sputum or tracheal suction, is still a problem that clinicians confront daily, the results of this study present information relevant to clinicians who treat patients with severe pneumonia.
This study supports the questionable pathogenicity of some bacteria in severe pneumonia when they exist in the setting of a good clinical response. However, the potential for clinical relapse and the increased incidence of antibiotic resistance by non-eradicated bacteria is of clinical concern. Serial quantitative cultures and biomarkers such as procalcitonin have been tried to more ob�ectively determine microbiologic and clinical outcome in pneumonia; their usefulness in clinical settings warrants further investigation [27] .
